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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to Reply filed on 06/1 1/2007. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The references listed on the Information Disclosure Statement submitted on 
10/01/2003 have been considered by the examiner (see attached PTO-1449A). 

Response to Amendment/Arguments 

2. In the claims, 1-23 are pending in the application with claims 1-4, 9, 10, 14, and 
18-21 amended and claims 22, and 23 newly added herein. Claims 1-23 represent a 
method and apparatus for an "METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR SUPPORTING 
PREPROCESSING IN A WEB PRESENTATION ARCHITECTURE." 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-23 have been carefully 
considered, but are not deemed fully persuasive. Applicant's arguments are deemed 
moot in view of the existing ground of rejection as explained here below. Applicants' 
amendments to the independent claims are not properly made and as to perhaps place 
them in condition for allowance. 

The dependent claims stand rejected as articulated in the First Office Action and 
all objections not addressed in Applicant's response are herein reiterated. 

In response to Applicant's arguments, 37 CFR § 1.11(c) requires applicant to 
"clearly point out the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in 
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view of the state of the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. He 
or she must show the amendments avoid such references or objections." 

Examiner notes applicants have failed in presenting claims and drawings that 
delineate the contours of this invention as compared to the cited prior art. Applicant has 
failed to clearly point out patentable novelty in view of the state of the art disclosed by 
the references cited that would overcome the 103(a) rejections applied against the 
claims, the rejection is therefore sustained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hanzek, Patent No. 6,980,963 B1 in view of Klevenz et al (Klevenz), U.S. Pub. No. 
20030137540 A1. 

Regarding claim 1, Hanzek teaches the invention substantially as claimed. 
Hanzek discloses a comprising: 

a controller that is adapted to receive a request for data from a user during a user 
session at a portal; (fig. 3; column 8, lines 58-67; column 9, lines 1-14; column 3, lines 
40-67); and 
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However, Hanzek does not disclose the details of a preprocessor that is adapted 
to search for a preprocessor action associated with a portal registered to the request, 
wherein the controller invokes the preprocessor before processing the request for data. 

In the same field of endeavor, Klevenz show a preprocessor (see fig. 7, item 
740), that is associated with a portal (see portal component 730) to the request (710) 
such that the controller (760) invokes the preprocessor before processing the request 
for data. In an attempt to fully utilize local resources, a request is preprocessed by a 
processor prior to controller processing (see Klevenz; par. 0102-0105). 

Given this feature, a it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Hanzek's 
teachings of preprocessing a portal request prior to registering the request with the 
teachings of Klevenz, for the purpose of "...allowing the controls from the controller to 
be centrally rendered, which provides for consistent rendering of the controls, thereby 
providing support messaging between controls, through requests (see Klevenz, par. 
0028)". By this rationale claim 1 is rejected. 

Regarding claims 2-23 combination Hanzek- Klevenz discloses: 
2. The system set forth in claim 1 , wherein the preprocessor is a subcomponent of the 
controller (see Klevenz; fig. 7; par. 104; note that that an ordinary skill would obviously 
incorporated the processor 740 within the controller 740 as this is well known in the art). 



3. The system set forth in claim 1 , wherein the preprocessor manager is adapted to map 
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the preprocessor action to the portal (see Hanzek; fig. 3, items 318). 

4. The system set forth in claim 1 , wherein the preprocessor is adapted to instantiate a 
session-scoped object for the preprocessor action (see Hanzek; fig. 37 ABC; column 
31, lines 1-30). 

5. The system set forth in claim 1, wherein the preprocessor action comprises an 
architectural bridge adapted to facilitate communication between different server 
architectures (see Hanzek; fig. 3, items 324, 354, and 356). 

6. The system set forth in claim 1, wherein the preprocessor action comprises an 
admission control adapted to continue interaction with a desired server for the duration 
of the user session (see Hanzek; fig. 3, items 324, 354, and 356). 

7. The system set forth in claim 1 , wherein the preprocessor action comprises a locale 
setting control adapted to set locale information for the duration of the user session (see 
Hanzek; fig. 37 ABC; column 31, lines 1-30). 

8. The system set forth in claim 1, comprising a model and a view separate from one 
another and separate from the controller, wherein the model is adapted to provide an 
application state for the application and the view is adapted to provide a view 
presentation for the application (see Hanzek; column 14, lines 12-30). 
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9. A method of creating applications, the method comprising: 

creating, with a processor-based device, a model-view-controller architecture 
comprising a controller that receives requests for data from users and responds to the 
requests by obtaining requested data(see Klevenz; fig. 7; par. 0102-0105); and 
providing a preprocessor manager that executes a desired action to produce 
information accessible by the controller for a desired time of incoming user requests 
(see Hanzek; see abstract; see fig. 3, items 318, 324, 352, and 354; column 2, lines 52- 
67; column 3, lines 40-67; column 6, lines 7-36). 

10. The method set forth in claim 9, comprising configuring the preprocessor manager 
to execute the desired action before the controller processes the incoming user 
requests (see Klevenz; fig. 7; par. 0102-0105). 

1 1 . The method set forth in claim 9, comprising mapping the desired action to a portal 
(see Hanzek; see fig. 3, items 318, 324, 352, and 354; column 2, lines 52-67; column 3, 
lines 40-67; column 6, lines 7-36). 

12. The method set forth in claim 9, comprising eliminating repetitious execution of the 
desired action for each of the incoming requests (see Hanzek; column 10, lines 7-46). 

13. The method set forth in claim 9, comprising configuring the preprocessor manager 
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to instantiate a session-scoped object for the desired action during preprocessor startup 
(see Hanzek; fig. 37 ABC; column 31, lines 1-30). 

14. A system for creating applications, the system comprising: 

means for creating a controller that provides control functions for an application, 
the controller being adapted to receive a request for data from a user and respond to 
the request by processing the request to obtain the requested data (see Hanzek; fig. 3; 
column 8, lines 58-67; column 9, lines 1-14); and 

means for preprocessing an action to produce session-scoped information 
accessible by the controller wherein preprocessing the action is performed prior to the 
controller processing the request to obtain the requested data (see Klevenz; fig. 7; par. 
0102-0105). 

15. The system set forth in claim 14, wherein the means for preprocessing comprises 
means for bridging communication between at least two architectures (see Hanzek; fig. 
3, items 310, 340, 350, and 360). 

16. The system set forth in claim 14, wherein the means for preprocessing comprises 
means for controlling admission to a portal (see Hanzek; see abstract; see fig. 3, items 
318, 324, 352, and 354; column 3, lines 40-67). 

17. The system set forth in claim 14, wherein the means for preprocessing comprises 
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means for setting locale information (see Hanzek; column 37, lines 1-30). 

18. A program for creating applications, comprising: 

a machine readable medium (see Klevenz; fig. 1); 

a controller logic stored on the machine readable medium and adapted to receive 
and process a user request for data (see Hanzek; fig. 3; column 8, lines 58-67; column 
9, lines 1-32); and 

a preprocessor manager stored on the machine readable medium and adapted 
to receive a request from the controller logic to invoke an action class prior to the 
controller logic processing the user request (see Klevenz; fig. 7; par. 0102-0105). 

19. The program set forth in claim 18, comprising controller logic stored on the machine 
readable medium and adapted to receive the user requests for data from users and 
respond to the user requests by obtaining requested data (see Hanzek; fig. 3; column 8, 
lines 58-67; column 9, lines 1-14). 

20. (see Hanzek; Currently Amended) The program set forth in claim 18, wherein 
the action classes stored comprises a bridge, an admission control, a locale, or a 
combination thereof (see Hanzek; fig. 3; column 8, lines 58-67; column 9, lines 1-14; 
see also Klevenz; fig. 5). 
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21 . The program set forth in claim 18, wherein the action classes mapped to a portal 
and adapted to execute logic common to the portal to provide a reusable setting (see 
Hanzek; see abstract; see fig. 3, items 318, 324, 352, and 354; column 3, lines 40-67). 

22. (New) The system set forth in claim 1, wherein the preprocessor processes an 
action associated with the portal, and the controller continues with the original request 
once the processing of the action is complete (see Klevenz; fig. 7; par. 0102-0105). 

23. (New) The system set forth in claim 1, wherein the preprocessor processes an 
action associated with the portal, the preprocessor redirects to a uniform resource 
identifier and the controller ignores the original request (see Klevenz; fig. 7; par. 0102- 
0105). 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
examiner should be directed to Jude Jean-Gilles whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other 
Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3719. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 

Jude Jean-Gilles 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 
August 29, 2007 




